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U.  S.  MID  EAST  COMMITMENT  EXPANDED 


On  June  2,  1967  fourteen  organiza¬ 
tions  including  the  FCNL  suggested  that  a 
peaceful  settlement  in  the  Middle  East 
would  require:  1)  international  guar¬ 
antees  of  the  territorial  integrity  of  all 
states  in  the  area;  2)  free  access  to  the 
Gulf  of  Aqaba  and  3)  restoration  of  a 
United  Nations  presence.  This  statement 
grew  out  of  alarm  over  closure  of  Aqaba 
to  Israeli  shipping  and  Egypt's  demand 
for  withdrawal  of  the  UN  Emergency 
Force  from  Egyptian  soil. 

Three  days  later  Israel  launched  a 
pre-emptive  strike  which  culminated  in 
Israeli  occupation  of  the  Sinai,  the  Gaza 
Strip,  the  West  Bank  of  Jordan,  the  old 
city  of  Jerusalem  and  part  of  Syria.  Arabs 


The  flood  of  overseas  arms  shipments 
and  technical  training  of  foreign  troops 
continues  to  grow,  in  the  fiscal  year 
which  ended  July  1,  the  United  States 
agreed  to  provide  nearly  $11  billion  of 
weapons  and  training  to  over  70  nations. 

U.S.  policy  makers  see  such  transac¬ 
tions  as: 

•  contributing  to  a  favorable  balance 
of  payments  and  meeting  petroleum 
costs; 

•  providing  domestic  employment 
and  keeping  production  lines  open— "over 
50%  of  US  productive  capacity  in  the 
defense  field  is  devoted  to  foreign  mili¬ 
tary  sales,"  estimates  Sen.  Nunn,  GA; 

•  providing  a  "low-risk,  low-cost  alter¬ 
native  to  direct  American  involvement" 
in  such  areas  as  the  Middle  East  and  in 
much  of  Asia.  Our  security  assistance 
programs  have  helped  immeasurably  to 
stabilize  the  Middle  East  "thus  avoiding 
the  need  for  great  power  military  inter¬ 
vention  and  the  dangers  of  confronta¬ 
tion,"  says  Lt.  Gen.  Fish.  "Judicious  use 
of  foreign  military  sales"  also  helps  pro¬ 
vide  the  U.S.  with  continuing  access  to 
Middle  East  oil  reserves,  according  to 
Fish. 


tried  to  retake  some  of  these  lost  terri¬ 
tories  by  force  in  1 973. 

Early  this  September  Secretary  of 
State  Kissinger  completed  negotiation  of 
an  Israeli-Egyptian  Agreement  under 
which  Israel  would  withdraw  from  13% 
of  the  Sinai  in  exchange  for  use  of  the 
Suez  Canal.  The  U.S.  agreed  to  provide 
200  technicians  to  help  operate  an  early 
warning  system  in  the  UN-controlled  buf¬ 
fer  zone  between  Israeli-Egyptian  forces. 

In  a  series  of  bilateral  accords  the 
Secretary  promised  Egypt  that  the  United 
States  would: 

•  try  to  "bring  about  further  negotia¬ 
tions  between  Syria  and  Israel." 


•  forcing  recipients  to  '^'think  and  act 
in  ways  quite  different  from  those  com¬ 
mon  to  these  largely  pre-industrial  soci¬ 
eties."  (Asst.  Sec.  of  Defense  Jordan) 

^  When  the  military  aid  bills  are  brought 
to  the  floor  later  this  year.  Members  of 
Congress  should  be  urged  to  support  the 
Nelson- Rosenthal-Whalen  amendment 
which  would  require  Congressional  ap¬ 
proval  of  annual  arms  transactions  on  a 
country-by-country  basis. 

ARMS  TRAFFIC  1963-1973 


BILLIONS  (in  constant  dollars) 


SOURCE:  ARMS  CONTROL  AND  DISARMAMENT  AGENCY. 
WORLD  MILITARY  EXPENDITURES  AND  ARMS  TRADE 
1SS3  —  1973 


•  provide  some  economic  aid;  military 
aid  is  also  being  considered. 

Israel  was  promised: 

•  military  equipment,  energy  aid  and 
economic  assistance  on  "an  on-going  aix) 
long-term  basis." 

•  sympathetic  consideration  of  re¬ 
quests  for  "advanced  and  sophisticated 
weapons." 

•  a  5  year  guarantee  and  subsidy  of 
oil  imports;  and  help  in  doubling  reserve 
storage  facilities  and  stocks. 

•  prompt  consultation  if  any  "world 
power"  threatens  Israel's  security  or  "sov¬ 
ereignty"  with  "respect  to  what  sup¬ 
port  ...  it  [the  U.S.]  can  lend  to  Israel." 

•  support  for  Israel's  right  to  "unim¬ 
peded  passage"  through  the  Straits  of 
Gibraltar  and  Bab-el-Mandeb. 

•  coordination  of  U.S.  policy  and 
"strategy"  regarding  the  PLO  and  recon¬ 
vening  of  the  Geneva  Peace  Conference. 

Congress  was  asked  to  approve  the 
transfer  of  technicians  or  only  the  "tip  of 
the  iceberg,"  according  to  Sen.  Mansfield. 
Congressional  agreement  on  stationing 
U.S.  technicians  in  the  Sinai  was  intended 
to  "trigger"  implementation  of  the  bi¬ 
lateral  commitments  which  might  cost 
the  American  people  $15  billion  over  5 
years. 

Much  of  the  debate  centered  on  the 
nature  of  these  commitments,  and 
whether  they  should  be  brought  to  Con¬ 
gress  in  treaty  form.  The  Secretary  of 
State  insisted  that  many  of  the  U.S. 
promises  "are  not  by  any  standard  inter¬ 
national  commitments,"  but  he  also  said 
that  the  U.S.  is  not  "morally  or  political¬ 
ly  free  to  act  as  if  they  did  not  exist." 
Efforts  to  bring  clarity  out  of  this  con¬ 
fusion  were  defeated  in  the  Senate  9  to 
85  and  32  to  51 .  Other  issues: 

Open-endedness  of  U.S  undertakings. 
"There  are  two  things  which  trouble 
me. . .  .The  first  is  the  sweeping,  open- 
ended  commitment  of  military,  economic 
and  oil  aid  to  Israel . . .  The  second,  the 
peculiar  permanence  of  this  commit¬ 
ment  ..."  (Rep.  Zablocki,  Wi) 

(Continued  on  page  4) 
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FOOD  STAMP  OPTIONS  EXAMINED 


In  January  1975  President  Ford  re¬ 
ceived  his  first  maior  legislative  defeat 
when  he  attempted  to  raise  the  cost  of 
food  stamps  to  eligible  recipients  to  30% 
of  their  irKome.  This  summer  and  fall  the 
Food  Stamp  Program  has  come  under 
sustained  charges  of  fraud  and  error. 

Few  of  the  assertions  of  fraud  have 
been  proven.  In  June  1973,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  Clayton  Yeutter 
testified  before  Congressional  committees 
that  the  Food  Stamp  Program  had  almost 
no  inciderx:e  of  fraud.  In  the  first  three 
quarters  of  1973,  he  said,  "the  percentage 
of  fraudulently  participating  households, 
as  related  to  total  participating  house¬ 
holds,  equalled  24  thousandths  of  one 
percent." 

!'  May  1975,  the  Agriculture  Depart¬ 
ment  reported  that  the  degree  of  fraud  in 
the  program  had  not  increased  significant¬ 
ly  since  the  Yeutter  testimony.  In  part, 
the  report  states,  "although  most  of  the 
claims  established  against  recipients  were 
for  suspected  fraud,  some  are  the  results 
of  .  .  .  administrative  error.  Approxi¬ 
mately  .08%  of  the  average  monthly 
participating  caseload  was  found  to  be 
participating  on  a  fraudulent  basis  in 
fiscal  year  1974." 

A  significant  number  of  errors  are 
attributable  to  the  complex  method  of 
figuring  itemized  deductions  for  housing 
and  other  expenses  which  must  be  com¬ 
pleted  to  determine  extent  of  eligibility. 
One  reform  proposes  replacing  itemized 
deductions  with  a  starxiard  deduction  as 
the  procedure  for  determining  the  need 
of  recipients  for  food  stamps. 

Another  criticism  of  the  Food  Stamp 
Program  from  a  different  quarter  is  the 
inability  of  large  numbers  of  people  to 
participate  because  of  the  often  large 
amount  of  money  required  to  pay  for 
food  stamps.  Depending  on  income  after 
deductions,  recipients  can  be  charged 
almost  the  full  amount  of  their  monthly 
allotment,  $162  for  a  family  of  four.  A 
major  issue  on  food  stamp  reform  there¬ 
fore,  is  whether  to  eliminate  the  purchase 
requirement.  Thus,  instead  of  paying 
$100  for  $162  of  food  stamps,  a  recipient 
would  receive  $62  worth  of  stamps.  This 
provision  would  decrease  administrative 
costs  with  significantly  less  stamps  in 
circulation,  as  well  as  increasing  the  num¬ 
bers  of  people  able  to  participate. 

Yet  another  criticism  comes  from 
those  who  feel  that  the  Food  Stamp 
Program  irKludes  significant  aspects  of 
income  redistribution.  There  are  cur¬ 
rently  three  legislative  alternatives  for 
food  stamp  reform. 


1.  Feed  only  the  most  hungry  and 
abolish  most  redistributive  aspects. 
S.1993-H.R.1846  sponsored  by  Sen. 
Buckley  (NY)  and  Rep.  Michel  (IL) 
would  attempt  this  by  raising  the  pur¬ 
chase  requirement  for  stamps  to  30%  of 
gross  income  from  the  current  average  of 
23%  and  disallowing  presently  deductible 
income  such  as  taxes  paid,  etc.  This  bill 
would  also  cut  off  all  recipients  of  food 
stamps  if  they  made  more  than  the 
poverty  level.  This  feature  would  produce 
a  situation  where  a  food  stamp  family 
with  an  irx:ome  at  the  poverty  level  could 
obtain  about  $900  worth  of  food  stamps 
each  year.  But  if  this  family  made  one 
dollar  more  than  the  official  poverty  level 
they  would  lose  over  $900  in  net  income. 
This  is,  of  course,  a  disirKentive  to  work. 

In  order  to  deal  with  alleged  fraud  an 
identification  card  system  would  be 
established  with  the  card  having  a  color 
photo,  right  and  left  thumb  prints.  Social 
Security  number,  and  Food  Stamp  Buyer 
number.  All  food  stamps  would  be  de¬ 
signed  like  travelers  checks  with  counter 
signature  and  I.D.  required  at  time  of 
both  purchase  of  stamps  and  groceries. 

The  Administration's  food  stamp  re¬ 
form  oill  (S.  2537),  similar  to  the  Buck- 
ley-Michel  bill,  was  introduced  Oct.  by 
Sen.  Talmadge  GA.  S.  2537  has  a  slightly 
higher  eligibility  ceiling  than  does  S.  1993 
($6,250  for  a  family  of  four).  It  retains 
the  work  disincentive  effect  caused  by 
the  sharp  cutoff  of  benefits.  The  Admini¬ 
stration  bill  also  retains  provisions  author¬ 
izing  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
initiate  an  I.D.  card  system  and  counter- 
signature  of  food  stamps.  It  allows  a  small 
standard  deduction  ($100  a  month  plus 
$25  a  month  extra  for  households  con¬ 
taining  elderly  members),  and  it  requires 
any  eligible  family  to  spend  30%  of  gross 
income  minus  the  standard  deduction  on 
food  stamps. 

2.  Feed  the  hungry  and  keep  the 
redistributive  aspects  as  at  present. 
S.2369  is  a  bill  that  is  developed  to  keep 
things  about  as  they  are.  It  is  sponsored 
by  Sen.  Lawton  Chiles  (FL)  and  has 
picked  up  some  Senate  support.  The 
Chiles  bill  would  institute  a  standard 
deduction  of  $120  a  month  plus  an  extra 
$60  a  month  for  households  containing 
an  elderly  person.  The  difficulty  with  this 
bill  is  that  it  does  not  allow  recipients  to 
deduct  taxes  and  mandatory  payroll  with¬ 
holding  in  addition  to  the  standard  de¬ 
duction  as  does  the  Dole-McGovern  bill 
below. 

3.  Continue  the  Food  Stamp  Program 
but  broaden  it  and  increase  income  redi¬ 


stribution.  This  would  be  accomplished 
by  reducing  or  eliminating  the  purchase 
requirement  thereby  making  it  possible 
for  more  people  to  participate.  S.2451 
sponsored  by  Sen.  Dole  (KS)  and  Sen. 
McGovern  (SD)  is  an  attempt  to  do  this. 
The  elimination  of  the  food  stamp  "pur¬ 
chase  requirement"  is  a  major  reform  as 
all  studies  of  eligible  recipients  not  in  the 
program  or  drop  outs  from  the  program 
give  as  a  major  reason  for  non-participa¬ 
tion  the  lack  of  capital  to  buy  the  stamps. 

The  bill  would  also  place  a  gross 
income  limit  (after  taxes)  of  $7,776  a 
year  for  a  family  of  four.  The  bill  would 
use  a  standard  deduction  ($125  a  month 
per  household  regardless  of  size)  in  place 
of  present  itemized  deductions.  Also,  it 
would  develop  eight  standard  deductions 
by  variations  based  on  urban/rural  dis¬ 
tinctions  within  four  regions  of  the 
United  States. 

The  most  politically  vulnerable  aspect 
of  the  Dole-McGovern  bill  is  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  purchase  requirement.  If  that 
is  deleted,  the  bill  would  be  similar  to  the 
Chiles  bill.  The  elimination  of  the  pur¬ 
chase  requirement  now  has  broad  bi¬ 
partisan  support.  A  reform  act  which 
includes  it  would  extend  benefits  to  the 
poor  and  elderly  who  really  need  food 
stamps.  Without  it,  reform  would  at  best 
keep  benefits  as  they  are  while  cutting 
out  some  of  the  more  flagrant  sources  of 
error. 

The  Sen.  Agriculture  Committee  has 
jurisdiction  over  food  stamp  legislation. 
Its  members  are  Talmadge  GA  (Ch.), 
Eastland  MS,  McGovern  SD,  Allen  AL, 
Humphrey  MN,  Huddleston  KY,  Clark 
I  A,  Stone  FL,  Leahy  VT,  Dole  KS, 
Young  ND,  Curtis  NE,  Bellmon  OK,  and 
Helms  NC. 

One  round  of  hearings  was  field  by  the 
Committee  on  October  6-10,  with  anoth¬ 
er  round  tentatively  scheduled  for  Nov¬ 
ember.  It  is  expected  that  the  Committee 
will  act  on  this  legislation  promptly, 
possibly  before  the  end  of  the  year. 

Write  your  Senators  and  indicate  your 
support  for  S.2451,  the  Dole-McGovern 
bill,  and,  in  particular,  their  proposal  for 
eliminating  the  purchase  requirement. 


FCNL  Action  Alert  Follow-Up: 
Due  to  a  flood  of  letters  in  opposi¬ 
tion,  the  House  Judiciary  Commit¬ 
tee  is  delaying  action  on  H.R.  8713, 
which  would  make  it  illegal  to 
employ  any  "illegal  alien".  It's  not 
too  late  to  write  your  Representa¬ 
tive. 
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GENIE  OUT  OF  THE  BOTTLE? 

EXPANDING  NUCLEAR  DIMENSION 


LIMITED  NUCLEAR  WAR 

In  our  action  alert  mailing  of  June  24, 
1975  (G-34)  we  cited  evidence  that  the 
Administration  was  trying  to  "widen"  its 
nuclear  options.  There  have  been  more 
developments  since  then: 

•  President  Ford  refused  June  25, 
1975,  to  disavow  the  first  use  of  nuclear 
weapons. 

•  Def.  Sec.  James  Schlesinger  stated 
July  1,  1975,  that  a  first  strike  by  the 
U.S.  was  conceivable,  but  a  "very,  very 
low  probability  . . .  We,  however,  will 
nrsake  use  of  nuclear  weapons  should  we 
be  faced  with  serious  aggression  likely  to 
result  in  defeat  in  an  area  of  great 
importance  to  the  United  States  in  terms 
of  foreign  policy." 

•  With  regard  to  the  proposal  to 
evacuate  people  to  mine  shafts  during 
periods  of  international  crisis,  the  Penta¬ 
gon's  Defense  Civil  Preparedness  Agency 
has  informed  us  this  is  the  final  step.  In 
earlier  stages  people  would  be  moved 
only  about  15-20  miles  and  sheltered  in 
churches  and  schools. 

Thus,  the  Pentagon  continues  to  stress 
Limited  Nuclear  War,  in  order  to  "pro¬ 
vide  the  President  with  the  maximum 
feasible  amount  of  flexibility  in  a  nuclear 
emergency." 

But  "limited  nuclear  war"  is  as  bank¬ 
rupt  a  policy  as  the  present  policy  of 
mutual  assured  destruction  of  major  pop¬ 
ulation  centers.  There  are  rux  assurances 
that  a  "limited"  nuclear  exchange  would 
not  escalate  into  a  full-scale  war. 

Moreover,  even  Schlesinger  concedes 
that  a  full-scale  "counter-force"  attack 
against  U.S.  bomber,  ICBM,  and  sub¬ 
marine  support  bases  could  kill  five  to  six 
million  Americans. 

A  panel  reporting  to  the  Sen.  Foreign 
Relations  Arms  Control  subcommittee 
concludes  "that  the  casualties  calculated 
[by  the  Pentagon]  were  substantially  too 
low  for  the  attacks  in  question  ..."  Ask 
your  Senator  for  Committee  print,  "Anal¬ 
yses  of  Effects  of  Limited  Nuclear  War¬ 
fare,"  Sept  1 975. 

The  Subcommittee  chaired  by  Sen.  S. 
Symington  MO,  concluded,  moreover, 
that  "...  the  potential  benefits  of  any 
'limited  attack'  must  be  weighed  against 
the  clear  risk  that  the  Soviet  response  to 
such  attacks  would  be  very  large.  In  this 
regard,  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  the 
current  Dept,  of  Defense  Report  gives  no 
indication  that  the  Soviets  are  attempting 


to  develop  small  weapons  capable  of 
limiting  damage  to  the  U.S.  population  in 
a  counterforce  attack." 

Congressional  response  to  the  Ford- 
Schlesinger  statements  has  been  a  series 
of  resolutions  calling  for  the  U.S.  to 
renounce  the  first  use  of  nuclear  weapons 
or  a  first-strike  policy  against  the  Soviet 
Union.  {First  use:  H.J.Res.  533  etc.  by 
Richard  Ottinger  NY,  and  92  co-sponsors; 
S.J.  Res.  118,  Sen.  Dick  Clark  lA;  First 
strike:  H.J.  Res.  618,  626,  Jonathan 
Bingham  NY,  and  32  co-sponsors.) 


A-Bomb  Opposition 

A  motion  by  Bella  Abzug  NY,  to 
cut  $803.8  million  for  production 
of  more  nuclear  weapons  was  de¬ 
feated  102-246  on  June  20.  Last 
year  her  attempt  to  delete  $112.6 
million  for  nuclear  weapons  testing 
was  defeated  on  a  standing  vote  of 
6-78.  Clearly,  Congressional  doubts 
about  nuclear  weapons  are  growing. 


Congress  is  questioning,  but  not  yet 
successfully  resisting,  the  Ford  Adminis¬ 
tration's  strong  drive  for  nuclear  jsower. 
In  pursuit  of  the  illusory  goal  of  energy 
independence,  the  Administration  is  urg¬ 
ing  a  series  of  steps: 

—  extension  of  the  government  sub¬ 
sidy  of  nuclear  industry  liability  insur¬ 
ance  due  to  expire  Aug.  1,  1977.  Exten¬ 
sion  of  the  Price-Anderson  Act, 
H.R.8631,  now  before  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Atomic  Energy,  is  said  to  be 
necessary  to  protect  nuclear  utilities  from 
claims  for  loss  of  life  and  property  in  the 
"unlikely"  event  of  major  accidents. 

—construction  of  a  liquid  metal  fast 
breeder  reactor,  which  would  produce 
electricity  and  more  plutonium  fuel  than 
it  consumes.  On  June  20,  House  critics 
failed  136-227  on  the  Coughlin  PA, 
amendment  to  cut  funds  for  the  proto¬ 
type  reactor.  A  similar  Senate  effort  by 
Sen.  John  Tunney  CA,  was  tabled  66-30 
on  July  31. 

—  establishment  of  a  10-year  $100 
billion  energy  investment  fund,  a  signifi¬ 
cant  part  of  which  would  go  to  nuclear 
plant  construction.  Members  of  Congress 
are  reacting  cautiously  to  this  Sept.  22 


Ford-Rockefeller  proposal  on  grounds  of 
cost,  environmental  hazards,  and  further 
concentration  in  the  utility  industry. 

Abroad,  to  help  generate  dollars  to 
reduce  the  balance  of  payments  deficit, 
the  Administration  is  pushing  the  sale  of 
nuclear  reactors  and  exporting  nuclear 
technology.  Sen.  Pastore  Rl,  April  17 
listed  157  U.S.-type  nuclear  power  plants 
operating,  under  construction,  or  on 
order  as  of  June  1,  1974,  in  nineteen 
countries. 

The  House  on  June  20  rejected 
1 17-139  an  amendment  by  Clarence  Long 
MD,  to  bar  funds  for  nuclear  fuel  or 
technology  exports  to  (1)  countries 
which  provide  fuel  to  third  countries  not 
parties  to  the  nuclear  non-proliferation 
treaty,  arxf  (2)  countries  which  did  not 
place  all  their  nuclear  facilities  under 
international  safeguards. 

Critics  of  nuclear  power  have  cited  a 
series  of  problems:  how  to  safely  dispose 
of  the  poisonous  plutonium  which  has  a 
half-life  of  24,000  years?  How  to  avoid 
accidents  in  nuclear  power  plants?  How 
to  keep  the  plutonium  produced  in 
power  plants  from  being  used  for  bombs 
by  other  nations  and  "terrorist"  groups? 

Moratorium:  under  H.R.  6870  and  S. 
1826  construction  licenses  for  new  nu¬ 
clear  power  plants  would  be  suspended 
pending  a  five-year  study  by  the  Office  of 
Technology  Assessment.  (Sponsors  are 
Reps.  Hamilton  Fish  and  Ned  Pattison 
NY,  and  20  colleagues,  and  Sens.  Gravel, 
Alaska,  and  Abourezk  SD. 


TRADING  WITH 
THE  "ENEMY” 

The  Administration  has  denied  licenses 
to  the  American  Friends  Service  Commit¬ 
tee  and  the  Mennonites  to  send  rototillers, 
fish  nets,  hospital  repair  equipment,  and 
wood  screw  making  machinery  to  Viet¬ 
nam.  The  Administration  is  permitting 
only  strictly  humanitarian  assistance  such 
as  food  and  medicine,  which  it  distin¬ 
guishes  from  the  prohibited  "recon¬ 
struction  aid," 

Rep.  Jonathan  Bingham  NY,  Ch.  of 
the  House  International  Relations  Sub¬ 
committee  on  International  Trade  and 
Commerce,  feels  that  this  is  "a  policy  of 
retribution  and  recrimination  rather  than 
one  looking  toward  reconciliation." 

On  Sept.  10  he  introduced  H.R.  9503 
which  would  amend  Sec.  5(b)  of  the 
1917  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act  to 
permit  Americans  to  send  non-military 
goods  to  Vietnam. 

^Urge  your  Representative  and  Senators 
to  sponsor  similar  legislation. 
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Possibility  of  U.S.  military  involve- 
meat  if  American  armed  forces  are  used 
to  evacuate  the  technicians  in  an  emer¬ 
gency.  Amendments  to  prohibit  use  of 
U.S.  forces  were  defeated  in  the  Senate 
16-75;  25-68. 

Do  the  September  Agreements  im¬ 
prove  or  retard  chances  for  an  overall 
settlement?  This  question  haunted  many 
speakers.  "I  will  register  my  support  for 
peace  in  the  Middle  East  by  voting  against 
this  resolution."  said  Sen.  Stevenson,  IL. 
"This  arrangement  only  buys  time  for 
another  round  of  armaments  on  both 
sides ...  It  settles  only  the  most  easily 
settled  of  the  outstanding  issues.  It  re¬ 
lieves  the  warring  factions  of  the  im¬ 
mediate  obligation  of  pursuing  a  genuine 
and  lasting  peace."  According  to  Sen. 
Hollings,  SC,  "We  have  upped  the  ante, 
we  have  increased  the  costs  but  we  have 
solved  nothing." 

What  about  the  United  Nations? 
"There  are  already  UN  observers  in  the 
area  who  could  perform  the  technical 
duties,"  said  Rep.  Gaydos,  PA.  "...  are 
we  undermining  the  basic  purpose  of  the 
United  Nations,  namely  to  provide  and 
preserve  peace  throughout  the  world? 
The  further  we  expand  this  scenario,  the 
more  . . .  contradictory  the  whole  pro¬ 
position  becomes. ...  if  we  really  are 
convinced  that  the  200  American  tech¬ 
nicians  are  indispensable  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  peace  between  Israel  arxl  Egypt 
why  the  need  to  build  up  the  arms  of 
both  countries?" 

The  House  approved  sending  tech¬ 
nicians  to  the  Sinai  on  Oct.  8,  341-69;  the 
Senate  acted  the  following  day,  70-18. 
Write  for  AFSC-FCNL  testimony. 


ARIZONA  TRIBES  AND 
WATER  NEEDS 

In  a  surprising  recognition  of  the 
questionable  Central  Arizona  Project  and 
its  neglect  of  Arizona  Indian  tribes,  the 
full  Senate  Interior  Committee  held  hear¬ 
ings  on  Oct.  23  &  24.  The  stated  purpose 
was  "to  establish  a  public  record  relating 
to  requirements  for  water  and  related 
water  rights  issues. ..." 

In  the  statement  submitted  by  FCNL 
for  the  record,  we  emphasized  that  mere¬ 
ly  establishing  a  record  does  not  solve  the 
critical  issue  of  availability  of  water,  nor 
does  it  deal  with  oversights  in  the  author¬ 
izing  legislation  which  can  prevent  CAP 
water  from  reaching  the  "dry  tribes."  We 
argued  that  such  questions  must  be  an¬ 
swered  prior  to  the  unconditional  ap¬ 
proval  of  approximately  $40  million  this 
fiscal  year  by  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee. 

The  sensitive  nature  of  working  on  this 
Arizona  vs.  Indian  rights,  and  needs, 
situation  has  prevented  FCNL  from  call¬ 
ing  for  abandonment  of  the  entire  pro¬ 
ject.  Questions  have  been  prepared  for 
some  Senate  Interior  Committee  mem¬ 
bers,  focusing  on  the  conflicts  in  priority 
issues  and  the  undependable  calculations 
made  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation.  We 
have  also  worked  to  identify  alternatives 
to  Orme  Dam  which  would  flood  the 
Fort  McDowell  reservation  against  the 
will  of  the  people. 

Senate  Appropriations  Committee  had 
not  met  prior  to  the  oversight  hearings, 
aixl  there  is  some  hope  for  indicating 
solutions  and  awareness  of  problems  in 
the  language  of  that  legislation.  (Write  for 
T-14  for  more  information.) 

Diana  Payne  and  Bryan  MIchanar 


THE  FRIENDS  COMMITTEE  ON  NA¬ 
TIONAL  LEGISLATION  Mdudas 
Friends  appointed  by  22  Friends  Yearly 
Meetlnpi  and  by  10  other  Friends  orfsnL 
utions  In  the  United  Stataa.  Expressions 
of  views  In  the  FCNL  WASMfNOTON 
NEWSLETTER  are  guided  by  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Policy  prated  and  approved 
by  the  Conrunlttee.  Seeking  to  follow  the 
laedings  of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  spoNcs 
for  Itself  and  for  like-minded  Friends. 
No  organization  can  speak  offlelalty  for 
the  ReHglous  Society  of  Friends. 


FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER. 
Contributors:  Edward  F.  Snyder, 
Frances  Nealy,  Harold  B.  Confer,  Sylvia 
Bronner,  Lan^  Newlln,  Steve  W.  AiMell. 
245  Second  St.,  NX.,  Washington,  O.C. 
20002.  Subscription  p^e  Siaoo  per 
yeer.  Published  monthly  except  August. 
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The  Bicentennial  year  is  also  a 
Presidential  election  year.  What 
would  be  a  more  appropriate 
holiday  season  gift  for  1976 
than  a  subscription  to  the 
FCNL  Washington  Newsletter? 

Send  FCNL  a  list  of  the 
names  and  addresses  of  those  to 
receive  your  gift,  plus  a  mini> 
mum  of  ^  each,  and  we  will 
see  to  it  that  they  receive  the 
eleven  issues  in  1976. 
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